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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 6/28/04 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. This communication is in response to the amendment filed 3/25/04. Now claims 1-37 are 
presented for examination. 

Oath/Declaration 

3. The declaration under 37 CFR L132 filed 6/28/04 is sufficient to overcome the rejection 
of claims 1-37 based upon the affidavit or declaration by the common owner which states that 
there is common ownership and states facts which explain why the affiant or declarant believes 
there is common ownership, and the affidavit or declaration is signed by an official of the 
corporation or organization empowered to act on behalf of the corporation or organization when 
the common owner is a corporation or other organization. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
No. 6,260,021 to Wong et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,899,292 to Montagna et al. 

As per claim 1, Wong et al. teaches a computer-based medical image distributed system 
configured with one or more report interface engines for retrieving medical report data 
associated with medical image data from one or more existing storage systems and for presenting 
retrieved medical report data as medical report objects with a uniform object-oriented structure 
which includes a method for generating reports for management of a medical facility (see: 
column 4, lines 16-30), the method comprising the steps of: 

(a) the claimed storing data representative of operation of a medical facility in a data 
repository operative in a first processing space is met by middleware database (62, Fig. 2) (see: 
column 12, lines 64 to column 13, line 6). 

Wong et al. also teaches one or more image object coordinators that further receive 
medical report requests associated with the medical image data transmitted from one of the 
graphical interfaces, obtain medical report objects in uniform object-oriented structure from one 
or more report interface engines, compose medical report objects for display by graphical 
interface, and transmit composed medical report objects to the requesting graphical interface 
(see: column 4, lines 16-30). In addition, Wong et al. teaches a security object server for 
authorizing user access to the image distribution system to particular objects and appropriate 
security protocols such as socket layer or other link encryption protocols are used to insure 
confidentiality of the medical information (reads on "transmitting data by security device") (see: 
column 3, lines 46-48 and column 8, lines 59-64). 

Wong et al. fails to explicitly teach: 
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(b) the claimed accessing data from the repository to populate a report; 

(c) the claimed transmitting the accessed data to a second processing space separated 
from the first processing space; and 

(d) the claimed generating the report in the second processing space based upon the 
transmitted data. 

Montagna et al. teaches: 

(b) the claimed accessing data from the repository to populate a report is met by the 
different menus for repair or insurance estimation function that are displayed for user selection 
(see: column 13, lines 11-31 and Fig. 13-16); 

(c) the claimed transmitting the accessed data to a second processing space separated 
from the first processing space is met by the transmission of data from the DRAM/SRAM 
(second processing space) and the central computer (437, Fig. 4) (first processing space) (see: 
column 14, line 50 to column 15, line 2); and 

(d) the claimed generating the report in the second processing space based upon the 
transmitted data is met by the different menus for repair or insurance estimation function that are 
displayed for user selection based on information obtained from the central computer (437, Fig. 
4) (see: column 13, lines 11-31, Fig. 13-16 and column 14, line 55 to column 15, line 2). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to include the transmission data from a first processing space to a second 
processing space to generate a report as taught by Montagna et al. within the computer-based 
medical image distributed system as taught by Wong et al. with the motivation of storing and 
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retrieving document text which permits convenient and rapid selection and display of associated 
graphics (see: Montagna et al.: column 2, lines 47-52). 

As per claim 2, Montagna et al. teaches the claimed data is accessed in accordance with a 
predetermined reporting schedule. This limitation is met by the electronic clock and calendar 
module (80, Fig. 4), which is provided to the assist system (20, Fig. 1) in generating reports (see: 
column 7, lines 20-22). 

As per claim 3, Wong et al. teaches the claimed data is accessed in response to an 
operator prompt for report generation. This limitation is met by the client object requests 
generated by the user running on a client workstation for accessing medical images data or report 
data (see: column 10, lines 48-54). 

As per claim 4, Montagna et al. teaches the claimed step of generating a report template 
identifying data to be accessed in the first processing space, and wherein step (b) includes 
accessing data identified in the report template. This feature is met by the different menus for 
repair or insurance estimation function that are displayed for user selection based on information 
obtained from the central computer (437, Fig. 4) (see: column 13, lines 1 1-31, Fig. 13-16 and 
column 14, line 55 to column 15, line 2). 

As per claim 5, Wong et al. teaches the claimed security device includes a firewall. This 
limitation is met by the security object server for authorizing user access to the image 
distribution system to particular objects and appropriate security protocols such as socket layer 
or other link encryption protocols are used to insure confidentiality of the medical information 
(see: column 3, lines 46-48 and column 8, lines 59-64). 
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As per claim 6, Montagna et al. teaches the claimed accessed data is stored in a data file 
and step (c) includes exporting the data file to a storage medium in the second processing space. 
This limitation is met by the transmission of data from the DRAM/SRAM (second processing 
space) and the central computer (437, Fig. 4) (first processing space) (see: column 14, line 50 to 
column 15, line 2). 

As per claim 7, Wong et al. teaches the claimed step of automatically generating a 
notification message indicative of availability of the report generated in step (d). This limitation 
is met by the object definition component that stores data such report objects and the location 
data component stores object identifiers and message routing information (see: column 13, lines 
51-58). 

As per claim 8, Wong et al. teaches the claimed message is transmitted to a user, and the 
report is maintained in the second processing space at least until the user accesses the report to a 
remote location. This feature is met by the location data component stores object identifiers and 
message routing information (see: column 13, lines 51-58). 

As per claims 9 and 10, Wong et al. teaches the claimed second processing space is 
accessible via a wide area network and Internet. This limitation is met by the client systems that 
are link via network links (36, Fig. 1) such as campus intranet, a wide- area intranet, or even the 
Internet (see: column 8, lines 53-61). 

As per claim 11, Wong et al. teaches the claimed report is generated for a subscribing 
medical facility, and wherein the first processing space is inaccessible to the subscribing facility. 
This feature is met by the user accessing a client workstation using user identification 
information to request medical images or report requests (see: column 14, lines 1-16). The 
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Examiner considers user identification information as a requirement by the user to access 
medical images or reports that are inaccessible to the non-subscription users or medical facilities. 

As per claim 12, Wong et al. teaches a computer-based medical image distributed system 
configured with one or more report interface engines for retrieving medical report data 
associated with medical image data from one or more existing storage systems and for presenting 
retrieved medical report data as medical report objects with a uniform object-oriented structure 
which includes a method for generating reports for management of a medical facility (see: 
column 4, lines 16-30), the method comprising the steps of 

(a) storing data representative of activities of the medical diagnostic facility in a secure 
database operative in a first processing space is met by middleware database (62, Fig. 2) (see: 
column 12, lines 64 to column 13, line 6). 

Wong et al. fails to explicitly teach: 

(b) defining a report template, the report template identifying data for presentation in a 

report; 

(c) populating a data file in the first processing space with data from the database as 
identified by the report template; 

(d) exporting the data file to a second processing space separated from the first 
processing space; and 

(e) generating the report in the second processing space based upon the template and the 
data file. 

Montagna et al. teaches: 
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(b) defining a report template, the report template identifying data for presentation in a 
report is met by the different menus for repair or insurance estimation function that are displayed 
for user selection based on information obtained from the central computer (437, Fig. 4) (see: 
column 13, lines 1 1-31, Fig. 13-16 and column 14, line 55 to column 15, line 2); 

(c) populating a data file in the first processing space with data from the database as 
identified by the report template is met by the different menus for repair or insurance estimation 
function that are displayed for user selection based on information obtained from the central 
computer (437, Fig. 4) (see: column 13, lines 11-31, Fig. 13-16 and column 14, line 55 to 
column 15, line 2); 

(d) exporting the data file to a second processing space separated from the first 
processing space is met by the transmission of data from the DRAM/SRAM (second processing 
space) and the central computer (437, Fig. 4) (first processing space) (see: column 14, line 50 to 
column 15, line 2); and 

(e) generating the report in the second processing space based upon the template and the 
data file is met by the different menus for repair or insurance estimation function that are 
displayed for user selection based on information obtained from the central computer (437, Fig. 
4) (see: column 13, lines 11-31, Fig. 13-16 and column 14, line 55 to column 15, line 2). 

The obviousness for combining the teachings of Montagna et al. with the system as 
taught by Wong et al. are discussed in the rejection of claim 1, and incorporated herein. 

As per claim 13, Wong et al. teaches the claimed step (a) includes storing data accessed 
from the medical diagnostic facility during automated data collection. This limitation is met by 
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the middleware database (62, Fig. 2) that stores data and persistent objects (see: column 12, line 
63 to column 13, line 6). 

As per claim 14, Wong et al. teaches the claimed first processing space is inaccessible by 
the medical diagnostic facility. This feature is met by the user accessing a client workstation 
using user identification information to request medical images or report requests (see: column 
14, lines 1-16). The Examiner considers user identification information as a requirement by the 
user to access medical images or reports that are inaccessible to the non-subscription users or 
medical facilities. 

As per claim 15, Wong et al. teaches the claimed second processing space is accessible 
by the medical diagnostic facility. This feature is met by the user accessing a client workstation 
using user identification information to request medical images or report requests (see: column 
14, lines 1-16). The Examiner considers user identification information as a requirement by the 
user to access medical images or reports that are inaccessible to the non-subscription users or 
medical facilities. 

As per claims 16 and 17, they are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 9 and 

2. 

As per claim 18, Montagna et al. teaches the claimed report is stored in the second 
processing space until accessed by the medical diagnostic facility. This limitation is met by the 
different menus for repair or insurance estimation function that are displayed for user selection 
based on information obtained from the central computer (437, Fig. 4) (see: column 13, lines 1 1- 
31, Fig. 13-16 and column 14, line 55 to column 15, line 2). 

As per claim 19, it is rejected for the same reason set forth in claim 12. 
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As per claims 20 and 21, they are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 9 and 

10. 

As per claim 22, Wong et al. teaches the claimed data stored in step (a) is collected at 
least partially during automated data collection sessions between the medical diagnostic facility 
and a remote service provider. This limitation is met by the middleware database (62, Fig. 2) that 
stores data and persistent objects (see: column 12, line 63 to column 13, line 6). The Examiner 
considers the data in the middleware database at the time of collection to be either partial data or 
the complete set of data. 

As per claim 23, Wong et al. teaches a computer-based medical image distributed system 
configured with one or more report interface engines for retrieving medical report data 
associated with medical image data from one or more existing storage systems and for presenting 
retrieved medical report data as medical report objects with a uniform object-oriented structure 
which includes a method for generating reports for management of a medical facility (see: 
column 4, lines 16-30), the system comprising: 

—the claimed secure data repository operative in a first processing space for storing data 
representative of activities of the medical diagnostic facility is met by middleware database (62, 
Fig. 2) (see: column 12, lines 64 to column 13, line 6); and 

—the claimed data access program module, operative in the first processing space for 
extracting the desired data from the repository is met by the middleware database (62, Fig. 2) 
that stores data and persistent objects (see: column 12, line 63 to column 13, line 6). In addition, 
Wong et al. teaches one or more image object coordinators that further receive medical report 
requests associated with the medical image data transmitted from one of the graphical interfaces, 
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obtain medical report objects in uniform object-oriented structure from one or more report 
interface engines, compose medical report objects for display by graphical interface, and transmit 
composed medical report objects to the requesting graphical interface (see: column 4, lines 16- 
30). In addition, Wong et al. teaches a security object server for authorizing user access to the 
image distribution system to particular objects and appropriate security protocols such as socket 
layer or other link encryption protocols are used to insure confidentiality of the medical 
information (see: column 3, lines 46-48 and column 8, lines 59-64). 
Wong et al. fails to explicitly teach: 

—the claimed report template identifying desired data for populating a report; 

—the claimed second data repository operative in a second processing space securely 
separated from the first processing space for storing the desired data extracted by the data access 
program module; and 

—the claimed report generation program module, operative in the second processing 
space for generating a report based upon the desired data. 

Montagna et al. teaches: 

—the claimed report template identifying desired data for populating a report is met by the 
different menus for repair or insurance estimation function that are displayed for user selection 
(see: column 13, lines 11-31 and Fig. 13-16); 

—the claimed second data repository operative in a second processing space securely 
separated from the first processing space for storing the desired data extracted by the data access 
program module is met by the transmission of data from the DRAM/SRAM (second processing 
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space) and the central computer (437, Fig. 4) (first processing space) (see: column 14, line 50 to 
column 15, line 2); and 

-the claimed report generation program module, operative in the second processing 
space for generating a report based upon the desired data is met by the different menus for repair 
or insurance estimation function that are displayed for user selection based on information 
obtained from the central computer (437, Fig. 4) (see: column 13, lines 11-31, Fig. 13-16 and 
column 14, line 55 to column 15, line 2). 

The obviousness for combining the teachings of Montagna et al. with the system as 
taught by Wong et al. are discussed in the rejection of claim 1, and incorporated herein. 

As per claim 24, it is rejected for the same reasons set forth in claim 2. 

As per claim 25, Montagna et al. teaches the claimed second data repository is configured 
to store the report. This feature is met by the different menus for repair or insurance estimation 
function that are displayed for user selection based on information obtained from the central 
computer (437, Fig. 4) (see: column 13, lines 11-31, Fig. 13-16 and column 14, line 55 to 
column 15, line 2). 

As per claim 26, Montagna et al. teaches the claimed second data repository is accessible 
by the medical diagnostic facility. This feature is met by the user accessing a client workstation 
using user identification information to request medical images or report requests (see: column 
14, lines 1-16). The Examiner considers user identification information as a requirement by the 
user to access medical images or reports that are inaccessible to the non-subscription users or 
medical facilities. 
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As per claim 27, Wong et al. teaches the claimed a server coupled to the second data 
repository for transmitting the report to the medical diagnostic facility. This feature is met by the 
server (12, Fig. 1), which provides uniform and rapid distribution of information between first- 
tier system and the third- tier systems such as workstation (see: column 7, lines 11-14). 

As per claim 28, Wong et al. teaches the claimed server is configured to be coupled to a 
wide area network, and to transmit the report to the medical diagnostic facility via the wide area 
network. This limitation is met by the client systems that are linked via network links (36, Fig. 1) 
such as campus intranet, a wide-area intranet, or even the Internet to the medical image server 
(12, Fig. 1) (see: column 8, lines 53-61). 

As per claim 29, it is rejected for same reasons set forth in claim 1. 

As per claim 30, Wong et al. teaches the claimed means for notifying the medical facility 
of availability of the report. This limitation is met by the object definition component that stores 
data such report objects and the location data component stores object identifiers and message 
routing information (see: column 13, lines 51-58). 

As per claim 31, Wong et al. teaches the claimed means for transmitting the report to the 
medical facility. This feature is met by the one or more image object coordinators that further 
receive medical report requests associated with the medical image data transmitted from one of 
the graphical interfaces, obtain medical report objects in uniform object-oriented structure from 
one or more report interface engines, compose medical report objects for display by graphical 
interface, and transmit composed medical report objects to the requesting graphical interface 
(see: column 4, lines 16-30) 
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As per claim 32, Wong et al. teaches the claimed means for transmitting the report 
includes a wide area network. This limitation is met by the client systems that are linked via 
network links (36, Fig. 1) such as campus intranet, a wide-area intranet, or even the Internet to 
the medical image server (12, Fig. 1) (see: column 8, lines 53-61). 

As per claim 33, Montagna et al. teaches the claimed first processing space is 
inaccessible by the medical facility and the second processing space is accessible by the medical 
facility. This feature is met by the user accessing a client workstation using user identification 
information to request medical images or report requests (see: column 14, lines 1-16). The 
Examiner considers user identification information as a requirement by the user to access 
medical images or reports that are inaccessible to the non-subscription users or medical facilities. 

As per claim 34, it is rejected for the same reasons set forth in claim 1 . 

As per claim 35, it repeats the subject matter of claim 1, as a set of "computer program", 
"computer readable medium" and "computer code" elements rather than a series of steps. As the 
underlying processes of claim 1 has been shown to be obvious in view of the teachings of Wong 
et al. and Montagna et al. in the above rejections of claim 1, it is readily apparent that the system 
disclosed by Wong et al. and Montagna et al. includes a computer program including computer 
code on a computer readable medium to perform these functions. As such, these limitations are 
rejected of the same reasons given above for method claim 1, and incorporated herein. 

As per claims 36 and 37, they repeat the subject matter of claims 12 and 19, as a set of 
"computer program", "computer readable medium" and "computer code" elements rather than a 
series of steps. As the underlying processes of claims 12 and 19 has been shown to be obvious in 
view of the teachings of Wong et al. and Montagna et al. in the above rejections of claims 12 and 
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19, it is readily apparent that the system disclosed by Wong et al. and Montagna et al. includes a 
computer program including computer code on a computer readable medium to perform these 
functions. As such, these limitations are rejected of the same reasons given above for method 



claim 1 , and incorporated herein. 



Response to Arguments 



6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-35 have been considered but are moot in 



view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert W. Morgan whose telephone number is (703) 605-4441. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 a.m. - 5:00 p.m. Mon - Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on (703) 305-9588. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 



system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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